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Executive 9 Febr. r, 1950

legal Staff

25X1A
Claim for Loss of Personal Bffects -_

1, Tais appears to be & proper claim Cor payment under Section
10,3 ("Emergencies") of the Confidential Funds Regulations. The
travel here involved mweets the req. iroments of the rogulation, which
providea that the employee must ba "in s tranafer from cme official
station to another, or iy in a travel stitus,” and the loss ate
tributable to & service enmergency. altheush the suthorization for
travel wag nesessarily informal, it was ratified by subsequent re-
agsignment to another station, and the loss was a foreseeable con~
sequence of the swergency.

ds +hile we believe the basis of the claim has legal walidity,
we would like to coument on the nature of certain articles indicated
in the itemized 1ist, It ig srobably inappropriste to adhere stricte
ly to the adwinistrative practices of cther upencies of the Government
wsich possess lezal ruthority teo provide reliet for pergoual lesses,
The Army and Ravy would most llkely acceot & claim only for those bew
lonsings whioh wore roeasonably o cessury to the individual in the
course of ais tour of duty. 4 greater margin of tolerance ADDCAIS
to be required in the case of our employeeos, provided an ultimate
limit of reasanableness ig imposed, The amount of liquor on aand
“as not excessive, wnd it is presumed that it could be reasonably
related to the claimant's vork. Ly the sume token, the baer muge
are utilitarian snc not rated at an excegsive valus, Hawever, in
the case of the cut zlass bowl angé Lhe oil peinting, the standard of
reasonablensss is put to a mae severe test, de sugrest toat the
Gandard should be elastic, snd that the allowance of an item of loss
in one claim saould esteblish a precedent only insefer ae the claimants
are enguged In similur work under salmost identical requlrementa,

e It is noted that depreciation huu been takem into considera-
tion in establishing the velue of the lost items, ung althoush it would
appear to be preferable to state the original cost with the amcunt of
depreciation, there is no sarticular objection *o scouptunce of the
net firwe,

4, deotion 10.3 requircs the recommen s tlon of the ALSQ. It
is not speeifically given in the Iile, but it i aspumed thet the
subsequent initialin: of the routing sacelt by the ADSO is ratifica=

tion of the approval recommended by the bxecutive Uffic r. =\ T 25XTA'#
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